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8) n Claim(s) are subject to restriction and/or election requirement. 
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DETAILED ACTION 
Response to Arguments 

1. Applicant's arguments with respect to claims 1-27 have been considered but are moot in 
view of the new ground(s) of rejection. 

Claim Objections 

2. Claims 5 and 20 are objected to because of the following informalities: due to 
amendments, claims 5 and 20 are incomplete sentences. For the purposes of prior art rejections, 
Examiner will disregard the amendments to claims 5 and 20. Appropriate correction is required. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC §103 

3. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set forth in 
section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and the prior art are 
such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the invention was made to a person 
having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be negatived by the 
manner in which the invention was made. 

4. Claims 1-27 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Lipa et al 
(USPN 6,061,722) in view of Baker (USPN 6,580,694). 

5. Regarding claims 1, 4, 5, 8, 9, and 18-21, Lipa discloses a method and device for 
communicating between a first communication system (ref 113: zone) and a second 
communication system (ref 122: client) (Fig. 1), the method comprising the steps of and the 
device comprising means for: establishing a communication link between the first 
communication system and the second communication system (col. 8, line 25-col. 9, line 53); 
determining at least one amount of latency affecting communication between the first 
communication system and the second communication system (col. 8, line 25-col. 9, line 53); 
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comparing the determined amount of latency with a required maximum amount of latency 
("Forget It") (col. 9, lines 57-61); and displaying the determined amount of latency (Fig. 7 and 
col. 8, lines 14-18), 

Lipa does not expressly disclose, if the determined amount of latency is lower than the 
required maximum latency, compensating said at least one amount of latency by adding a delay 
to at least one communication signal between the first communication system and the second 
communication system. However, Lipa suggests that latency beyond a maximum latency will not 
sustain connections ("Forget it") (col. 9, lines 57-61). Baker teaches, in a communication system, 
compensating at least one amount of latency by adding a dielay to at least one communication 
signal between the first communication system and the second communication system in order to 
establish an optimal latency (col. 1, line 27-col. 2, line 14 and col. 2, lines 38-48). Thus, it would 
have been obvious topne of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the invention to compensate at 
least one amount of latency by adding a delay to at least one communication signal between the 
first communication system and the second communication system, if the determined amount of 
latency is lower than the required maximum latency, in order to establish an optimal latency. 
6. Regarding claims 2, 6, and 10, referring to claims 1, 4, and 8, Lipa in view of Baker 
discloses that determining at least one amount of latency affecting communication between the 
first communication system and the second communication system comprises: sending a first 
signal from the first communication system to the second communication system, the first signal 
requiring an immediate response fi'om the second communication system; and comparing a time 
at which the first signal is sent and a time at which the response is received by the first 



Application/Control Number: 09/783,263 Page 4 

Art Unit: 2665 

communication system (Lipa: col. 7, lines 10-19; col. 8, lines 41-42; col. 9, line 12; and col. 9, 
lines 23-26). 

7, Regarding claims 3, 7, and 1 1, referring to claims 1, 4, and 8, Lipa in view of Baker 
discloses that determining at least one amount of latency affecting communication between the 
first communication system and the second communication system comprises: sending a first 
signal from the first communication system to the second communication system, the first signal 
requiring a response fi'om the second communication system, the response comprising 
information about a time at which the first signal is received by the second communication 
system and a time at which the response is sent by the second communication system, comparing 
the time at which the signal is sent by the first communication system and the time at which the 
response is received by the first communication system to determine a first difference (Lipa: col. 

7, lines 10-19); comparing the time at which the first signal is received by the second 
communication system and the time at which the response is sent by the second communication 
system to determine a second difference (Lipa: col. 9, lines 7-1 1); and comparing the first and 
second differences to determine the at least one amount of latency (Lipa: col. 8, line 58-col. 9, 
line 26). 

8. Regarding claims 12 and 22, Lipa discloses a method and device for communicating 
between a first communication system (ref 105), a second communication system (ref 113) and 
a third communication system (ref 122), the method comprising the steps of and the device 
comprising means for: establishing a communication link between the first communication 
system and the third communication system (col. 8, line 35-col. 9, line 53); determining at least 
one amount of latency affecting communication between the first communication system and the 
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third communication system (col. 8, line 35-col. 9, line 53); establishing a communication link 
between the second communication system and the third communication system (col. 8, line 35- 
col. 9, line 53); determining at least one amount of latency affecting communication between the 
second communication system and the third communication system (col. 8, line 35-col. 9, line 
53). 

Lipa does not expressly disclose compensating for said at least one amount of latency by 
adding at least one delay to at least one of at least one communication signal between the first 
communication system and the third communication system and at least one communication 
signal between the second communication system and the third communication system. Baker 
teaches, in a communication system, compensating at least one amount of latency by adding a 
delay to at least one communication signal between the first communication system and the 
second communication system in order to establish an optimal latency (col. 1, line 27-col. 2, line 
14 and col. 2, lines 38-48). Thus, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at 
the time of the invention to compensate for said at least one amount of latency by adding at least 
one delay to at least one of at least one communication signal between the first communication 
system and the third communication system and at least one communication signal between the 
second communication system and the third communication system in order to establish an 
optimal latency. 

9. Regarding claims 13 and 23, referring to claims 12 and 22, Lipa in view of Baker 
discloses comparing both the amount of latency affecting communication between the first and 
third communication systems and the amount of latency affecting communication between the 
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second and third communication system with a required maximum latency (Lipa: col. 9, lines 57- 
61). 

10. Regarding claims 14 and 24, referring to claims 12 and 22, Lipa in view of Baker 
discloses compensating for a difference between the amount of latency affecting communication 
between the first and third communication systems and the amount of latency affecting 
communication between the second and third communication system (Baker: col. 1, line 27-col. 
2, line 14 and col. 2, lines 38-48). 

11. Regarding claims 15 and 25, referring to claims 12 and 22, Lipa in view of Baker 
discloses comparing the amount of latency affecting communication between the first and third 
communication systems and the amount of latency affecting communication between the second 
and third communication systems with a required maximum latency ("Forget It") (Lipa: col. 9, 
lines 57-61) and if each of the amount of latency affecting communication between the first and 
third communication systems and the amount of latency affecting communication between the 
second and third communication system is lower than the required amount of latency, 
compensating for the difference between the amount of latency affecting communication 
between the first and third communication systems and the amount of latency affecting 
communication between the second and third communication system (Lipa: col. 9, lines 57-61 
and Baker: col. 1, Hne 27-col. 2, line 14 and col. 2, lines 38-48). 

12. Regarding claim 16, referring to claim 12, Lipa in view of Baker discloses that 
determining at least one amount of latency affecting communication between either the first and 
the third communication systems or the second and third communication systems comprises: 
sending a first signal from one of the two communication systems to the other one of the two 
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communication systems, the first signal requiring an immediate response from the other one of 
the two communication systems; and comparing the time at which the first signal is sent by the 
one of the two communication systems and the time at which the response is received by the one 
of the two communication systems (Lipa: col. 7, lines 10-19; col. 8, lines 41-42; col. 9, line 12; 
and col. 9, lines 23-26). 

13. Regarding claim 17, referring to claim 12, Lipa in view of Baker discloses that 
determining at least one amount of latency affecting communication between either the first and 
the third communication systems or the second and third communication systems comprises: 
sending a first signal from one of the two communication systems to the other one of the two 
communication systems, the first signal requiring a response from the other one of the two 
communication systems, the response comprising the time at which the first signal is received by 
the other one of the two communication system and the time at which the response is sent by the 
other one of the two communication system; comparing the time at which the first signal is sent 
and the time at which the response is received to determine a first difference (Lipa: col. 7, lines 
10-19); comparing the time at which the first signal is received and the time at which the 
response is sent to determine a second difference (Lipa: col. 9, lines 7-11); and comparing the 
first and second differences (Lipa: col. 8, line 58-col. 9, line 26). 

14. Regarding claim 26, referring to claim 22, Lipa in view of Baker discloses that for 
determining at least one amount of latency affecting communication between either the first and 
the third communication systems or the second and third communication systems: the third 
communication system sends a first signal to the other communication system, the first signal 
requiring an immediate response from the other communication system; the third communication 
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system receives the response; and the latency determination device compares the time at which 
the first signal is sent and the time at which the response is received (Lipa: col. 7, lines 10-19; 
col. 8, lines 41-42; col. 9, line 12; and col. 9, lines 23-26). 

15. Regarding claim 27, referring to claim 22, Lipa in view of Baker discloses that for 
determining at least one amount of latency affecting communication between either the first and 
the third communication systems or the second and third communication systems: the third 
communication system sends a first signal to the other communication system, the first signal 
requiring a response from the other communication system (col. 8, line 58-col. 9, line 26); the 
third communication system receives the response (col. 8, line 58-col. 9, line 26); the latency 
determination device compares the time at which the first signal is sent and the time at which the 
response is received to determine a first difference (col. 8, line 58-col 9, line 26); the latency 
determination device compares the time at which the first signal is received and the time at 
which the response is sent to determine a second difference (col. 9, lines 7-11); and the latency 
determination device compares the first and second differences (col, 8, line 58-col. 9, line 26). 

Lipa in view of Baker does not expressly disclose that the response comprises the time at 
which the first signal is received by the other communication system and the time at which the 
response is sent by the other communication system. Rather Lipa in view of Baker discloses 
sending the difference of the time in which the signal was processed by the other communication 
system (col, 9, lines 7-11) where it is implicit that this is done in order to determine if the latency 
time is accurate or if the latency has been influenced by other factors such that a new latency 
determination is necessary. Examiner takes official notice that it is well known in the art to 
determine a latency by subtracting a transmit time fi*om a receive time. Thus, it would have been 
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obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the invention to have the response 
comprises the time at which the first signal is received by the other communication system and 
the time at which the response is sent by the other communication system in order to allow the 
communication system to determine the latency period in the other communication system. 

Conclusion 

16. Applicant's amendment necessitated the new ground(s) of rejection presented in this 
Office action. Accordingly, THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. See MPEP § 706.07(a). 
Applicant is reminded of the extension of time policy as set forth in 37 CFR 1 .136(a). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS fi*om the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within TWO 
MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not mailed until after 
the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the shortened statutory period 
will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any extension fee pursuant to 37 
CFR 1. 136(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of the advisory action. In no event, 
however, will the statutory period for reply expire later than SIX MONTHS from the date of this 
final action. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Daniel J. Ryman whose telephone number is (571)272-3152. The 
examiner can normally be reached on Mon.-Fri. 7:00-4:30 with every other Friday off 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessfial, the examiner's 
supervisor, Huy Vu can be reached on (571)272-3155. The fax phone number for the 
organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 703-872-9306. 
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Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the Patent 
Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for pubHshed applications 
may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. Status information for unpublished 
applications is available through Private PAIR only. For more information about the PAIR 
system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should you have questions on access to the Private PAIR 
system, contact the Electronic Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 



Daniel J. Ryman 
Examiner 
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